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SUBJ*CT: _ Gritique of Defensive Fharmacclogy Course

1. There is no doubt in my mind but that ihe rge in general showed
very carsful and unusually detailed plaming. I&l showed himself
to be & very good teacher with a fine grasp of his topic. Consequently, 25X1
in the frame of refersnce which the course was prepared, I can only S&y o
that the organization was excellent, The conltent wes satisfactory and
interesting as far as I personally was concerned, A possible oriticism
that I could make is that the material tended to be either too simple or
too technical. In other words, whenever lwas in his rlement,
the field of pharmacology, he was stimulated by his knowledge of the 25X1
subject and occasionally would take for granted that all of his audience
had the background to underatand what he was talking about. ‘hen he was
out of his slement, that is, in the area of socialogical and psychological
factors of drugs and drug addictdon, he underestimated the sophisticalion
of his audience. As a result I fell that he could have spent more time
* leying the background for his pharmacological discussions and legs tise
on the other aspects. : : N

. 2. The material which was circulated ‘ahout the course emphasized
that it wes to be a defensive pharmacological course. Th- Srame of
reference which I entered with, was that there would be much more time

on methods to achieve this purpose. In fact, the course would be
better labelled as a Survey Course on Drugs, and had that been its :
purpose, I would not be called upon in any way,shape or form to criticine
i1t because I thouzht it was excallent, The major criticism, then, “hat
1 have to offer is that perhaps this type of course could b= given
generally as a prorequisite for more detalled courses in either defensive
ar offensive pharmacologys

’ 3, he study materials were egsentially satisfactory from my point :
of view, but I do not think they went far enouzh, The lecture sunnaries
wers well prepared but at times I felt that was tied down to  29K1
them too much. For rxample, he was in the position ol having announced
what he was going to say and, therefore, he had to cover everything in
order to live up to his advance pilling. This made il somewhat difficult
to gain the spontaneity which might have been achieved during the lecture
periods. A great deal of information which he felt it necessary to cover
could hHave been covered by more detailed appendixes and references to the
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information about .
this opportunity and it would be
; detailed accounts in this area,
In general,: 8e, needs to b
with 4 varie ranging ,
1 have never been one who got too much out
ing to evaluate this., I

ke As was expected, by far the most effective
aspects of the course, ) evealing experiences, and
out of them came material which ade a lot of the written material available
much more meaningful, For example, I had read the personal accounts of
experience with microtine befors I took the drug, with 1ittla effmct,
After having taken the drug the accounts were extremely meaningful, Singe
such a singalar individual experience, I think
accomplished had there been more time available
the individual experience with wetbers of the staff and
with the group as a whole, It is ny opinion that it would have been
out a schedule which would haye allowed for
with a subsequent eritique, and then the
ith a critique, The
It added very

which they were done, !
me as being important if the is going to be for defrnsive

It would not be necessary for the kind of course conducted
unless the individual drugging, as mentioned above, could be carried out,
and then only to more adequately demongtrate the effects, :

Se The supervision and security of the course was as good as could
be expected under the circumstances, Inassuch as the prospectus on the
course had been given a fairly wide dissemination, there probably were a
good many people who knew or suspected what was going on. 4 true course
in defensgive pharmacology Certainly, in wy opinion, should not be given

A survey course such as this one could be given there
out any difficulty. ‘ o ' . -
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6. I felt that the evening seminars were the wmost productive aspscts
of the course and I would like to have seen more of this particular type
of approach used during the day. The kind of tests administered were the
kinds of test which, I think, should be used. The particular ones used
were probably too short for the purposes. Some 15 or 20 items such as
were included could have been used with better effect,

7. I think I can summarize zy sttitudes somewhat as follows:

s, I don't think this was a course in defensive pharmacology as
. advertised., Howewer, I do fesl that this course or something
like it should be a definite~ prerequisite for any projected
course in either defensive or offensive pharmacology.

bs The course was well organisad.and well presented, but I do
not belisve that the library facilities were adequate nor that
the written materials were complete enough.

cs. I personally would have preferred that some of the lectures
would have been less didactic allowing for more spontanecus
discussion and fresdom of range. _

d. It is apparent that the operational significance of drugs -

has not, been clearly enough deseribed to allow the people

planning the course to develop material in this area which
“would be hlepful and useful for the purposes involved.

e. The experience with the drugs was extremely meaningful and
modifications of this technique should by all means be included
in any future such course. At the same time the possible -
delitorious psycholegical effects of the administration of
microtine must not be minimized. Without Turther planning in
‘this area it is poassible that more harm than good could be
accomplished by drugging but I would strongly recommend against
sbandoning the idea until further study in this area can be
undertaken.

f. I strongly recammend againsi using the words defensive or
offensive for the present course., I do recommend that considera-
tion be given to running a similar course benefitting from this
experience for high-level operational people, both the staff and
division levels, with the aim of developing the possibllity of
ultimately setting up advanced training in loth the defensive

and of fensive aspects of drugging.

. _ ef, Lg3essne ranch
ce: D/TR : ' ' Assessment and “valuation Staff
A/AE/TR e ‘

Approved For Release 2002/0&72‘§LC%A§-RDP WJHMNWIO-G

25X1




